NOTE:

ORIV rFUDLIC WOKRKo CONMIDSION
77 South High Street, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Applicant should consult the *Instructions for Completion of Project Application’

5 E20F

for_assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME Village of Indian Hill

STREET 6525 Drake Road

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Chio 45243

Muchmore Road Landslide Repairs

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT TYPE

Roadway Rehabilitation

TOTAL COST $261.000.00
DISTRICT NUMBER 2
COUNTY Hamilton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45243

This section to ne campleted by Distiict Committee ONLY:

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

AMOUNT OF REQUEST: $__115,000.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

X_ State Issue 2 District Allocation '

State Issue 2 Small Government Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Local Transportation Improvement Program

—_—

b€ 1o 155 b

This ssction to be compisted by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: $




LU AFPLICANT INFOKMATION

1.1  CONTACT PERSON George C. Kipp Jr. VP
TITLE Project Manager
STREET Savage, Walker & Assoc., 1nc.
10880 Indeco Drove
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45241
PHONE ( 513 )793 - 7410
EAX ( 513 )__793 - 7431
1.2  CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER James D. Jester
TiTLE Manager, Village of Indian Hill
STREET 65525 Drake Road
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45243
PHONE 7 ( 513 ) __561 - 6500
FAX ( 513 ) 561 - 6502
1.3  CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER Panl Riordan
TITLE Clerk/Controller, Village of Indian Hill
STREET 6525 Drake Road
ciy/zip Cincinnati. Ohic 45243
PHONE ( 513 )_561_ - 6500
FAX ( 513 ) 561 -_6502
1.4 PROJECT MGR George C, Kipp Jr. VP
TITLE o Project Manager
STREET Savage, Walker & Assoc., Inc.
10880 Indecon Drive
CITY/ZIP Cincinpnati, Ohjo 45241
PHONE ( 513 ) __793 - 7410
FAX ( 513 ) _793 -_7431
1.5 DISTRICT LIAISON _MWilliam Brayshaw
TITLE .Deputy. County Enginper. . ... . ._ =
STREET e e
- ' 700 County Admin. Bldg. 138 E. Court St.
’ CITy/zip: i o Cincinnati, Qhia.__45209 '
PHONE - o ( 513 ) _632 - _8523

FAX ( ) v



. 2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

ENGR. DESIGN ‘ ~2 /01 /90 _a_[o1 /a0

2.1
2.2 BID PROCESS a [/ 01 / o0 5 /01 /90
2.3 CONSTRUCTION 5 /01 / 90 9 /o1 /90

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION -

3.1 PROJECT NAME: Muchmore Road Landslide Repairs

3.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A, éPECIFIC LOCATION: Near House #4500 - Adjacent to Muchmore Rd.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS: Landslide repair with pier wall along

700' of embankment adjacent to roadway.

! i
- »

C. PHYSICAL D!MENSIONS/CHARACTERIST'CS 700 linear feet of pler
wall with piers @ 5' centers. 3 precast panels per pier.
800 feet of guardrail. Repair pavement as required.

|
il
I
i
D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACIHTY: Existing roadway capacity will remain
the same. Project will be used solely to maintain slope
stability along the raodway.

3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
HHochrages SI/A



AU PRUJELT FINANCGIAL INFUKIVIATION

4.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar): -

Q) Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering $_Complete
2. Final Design ! §_22,500.00
3. Construction Supervision $_8.500.00
b)  Acquisition Expenses
1. Land § N/A
2. Right-of-Way S__ N/a
c) Construction Costs $219,000.00
d) Equipment Costs S___ N/A -
e) Other Direct Expenses S___nN/a
f) Confingencies (Construction) $ _11,000.00
Q) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS §261,000.00
4.2 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $261,000.00
4.3 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION S 0.00

4.4 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Doliar and Percent)
Dollars %

Q) Local In-Kind Contributions ) 0.00 0
b) Local Public Revenues $_146.000.00 56
c) Local Private Revenues S 0.00 0
a) Other Public Revenues
1. State of Ohio $ 0.00 0
2. Federal Programs S 0.00 0
e) OPWC Funds $_115,000.00 44
D TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES §_261,000.00 100

4.5 STATUS OF FUNDS Funds not appropriated at this time.

4.6 PREPAID ITEMS N/A
Aftach-Daga



. 5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

6.0

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the officlal representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies: that he/she s legally empowered to represant
the appilcant in both requesting and accepting finariclal asslstance os provided under Chapter 1864 of the Ohio
Revised Coda; taf to the best of his/her knowledge and bellef, all representations that are o paft of mis appllcarion
ara frue and correct; that all afftclal documents and commitments of the applicant that are a part of is appilcation
have been duly authorzed by the governing body of the Appllcant; and, should the requested financial assistance
be provided, that in the exacution of this project, the Applicant will comply with all asswrances requlred by Chio law,
including those Involving minority business wtlization. equal employment opponunity, Buy Ohlo. and prevallng wages.

James D. Jester, Manager, Village of Indian Hill

Cerifying Representative (Type Name .and Title)

2. SYeoite 72/31/59
%vﬁ’rure/DoTe Signed £/ ’

Applicant shall circle me cppropriate response fo the statements.
In my project application, | have Included the following:

YES Twa-year Maintenance of Local Effort Report as requlted In 164-1-12 of
the Ohlo Adminisirative Code.

@ NO A registered professonal engineer’s estimate of useful Ife os required In 164-1-13 of the
) Ohio Administtative Code.
@ NO A registerad professional englneer’s estimate of cost as required In 164-1-14 and 164-i-16
of e Ohle Administrative Code.
@ NO Two (2) coples of a &year Capltal Impravements Report have besn submified to my Distilct
Integrating Commilttee as requlred In 1584-1-31 of the Chlo Administiative Code.
YES A ‘status of funds' report per section 4.5 of this application.
YES NO A copy of the cooperative agreement (for projects Involving more than one subdivision).
YES NO Coples of all warrants for those ltems Identified as "pre-pald* In section 4.6 of this
application.

DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Commiftee for District Number _2 Certifies
That:

As the officlal tepresentative of the Distilct Publlc Works Integrating Commiiea, the underdgned hereby cerifies: that
this appllcation for financlal assistance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Cods has been duly
selacted by the approprlate body of the District Public Works Infegrating Committee: that the project’s selection was
beassed enflely on an objective. District-cflented set of project evaluation citteria and sslection methadology that aia
fully reflactive of and In conformance with Ohlo Revised Code Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-
1 ot the Ohlo Administrative Code: and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby recommended has been
pruderily detivea in considarafion of afl other financlal resources avallable to the projecr. As evidence of the
District’s due consderation of required project svaluation criterlq, the results of this project's rarings undar such criterla

are attached 1o mis application.

Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integratina Committee
Certitylng Representative (Type Name and Tiile)

%424% C. %W 1/ 2t/ 50

nafure/Date Signed ¢




VILLAGE OF INDIAN HILIL

TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT
CAPITAT, IMPROVEMENT PLAN

A. Previous Capital Budget Expendatures for Infrasctyucture Projects
1988 $ 771,989

1989 §1,013,000
B. Projected Capital Appropriations for Infrastructure Projects

1990 $1,318,000
1991 § 800,000
1992 § 750,000

1993

0

150,000

1994

4y

750,000



October 31, 10989

Mr. Randall F. Howard
Director, Ohia Public
Works Commission

77 South High Street
Suite 1629

Columbus, Ohio 43266

RE: Village of Indian Hill, Ohio
Muchmore Road Landslide Repairs
Useful Life Requirements

Dear Mr. Howard:

In accordance with Section 164-1-13 of the Ohio
Administration Rules for Implementation of Issue 2
Infrastructure Financing Program, I hereby certify that
the Muchmore Road Landslide Repairs shall be designed in
accordance with generally accepted engineering principles
and practices within the State of Ohio taking into
account the specific climate and other environmental
conditions of the infrastructure’s site as well as the
infrastructure’s full, anticipated design use loads. I
also certify that the proposed improvements shall be
constructed to provide a useful life expectancy in excess
of thirty years.

Sincerely,
SAVAGE, WALKER & ASSQC., INC.

(il Qi

Carl D. Walker, P.E.
Village Engineer

CDW/pf

D.
WALKER

E-37062
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THE VILLAGE OF jmn}//;///%«

8525 Drake Roau
Cincinnat Qngag 452434

January 26, 1890

{513) 561 -62ud
M anaear STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

Mr. Donald ¢. Schramm, P.E. P.S.
Engineer, Hamilton County
700 County Administration Bldg.
138 East Court Street
Cincinnati, ohio 45202
Re: Village of Indian Hill 1990 Issue

#2 Application for Financial

Assistance
Dear Mr. Schramm:

I hereby certify that the Vvillage of Indian
Hill's share of the funds for the "Muchmore Road
Landslides" are ready for disbursement.

MWB:ejb
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e’ - APPLICATION YEAR: 1990 {Priority No. 2)

STATE OF QHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

PROJECT AFPLICATION

- e

-l Jurisdiction/Agency: Village of ‘Indian Hill Population (1980): 5521 ——

Project Title: Muchmore Road Tandslide Repairsg

Project Identification and Location: 700' Drilled pier retaining wall

locateéd along MilcHmore Road near house # 4500.

_Type of Project: Rehabilitation IE, Replace D 'Bettermén_t“ D

(Mark more than one box if there are expansion elements such as 2
lane bridge being replaced with a & lane bridge)

Explanation of Betterment Elements of Project*:

Road Bridge D Flood Control System (Stormwate.r’) D
Solid Waste Disposal FacilitiES'[:] Waste Water Treatment Systems [:]&
Storm Water and Sanitary Collection Storage & Treatment Facilities [:]

~Water Supply Systems []

Detailed Deé:r&ptian of Projectv~: Place drilled pier retaining wall- along

slide area.- Reépair foédway as needed. -

Add-gquardrail along edge at:

R

Typ'e of- ;Is;u‘e“a Funds:ﬂ District 2 Small Governmeﬁt EI

Water/Sewer Rotary

'Emergency D

*.See definition thBetterment attached.--

== Attach additional sheets if neécessary. =

Page 1



i. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar tc
the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be classifiec

as being poor to very poor in condition, adequacy and/or
serviceability.

Typical‘examples are:

Road percentage= Miles of road that are poaor ta veryvy poor
Total mileage of road within jurisdiction

LAY

sy ;n_StpEmmpescehtagaé Length of storm sewers that are pnor'tg;yerv poor.

e T o

- -—Total -length-of -storm-sewer—within jurisdiction .. .

Bridge percentage=' Number of bridages that are poor %o very poor
"Number of bridges within jurisdiction

Necessary inventory is unknown.

2. What is the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced or
repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general appraisal and
condition rating. ) :

ST ClEged T i |: Fainiic fpoor | TTITH WL Fesielt
: R S A R .- yE - s -
Extremely poor Fair
Poor Good

n Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
present . facility such:as: °_inadegquate load capacity (bridge), surface
type ~and width, structural condition of surtace, substandard: berm
width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage structures, sanitary
sewers, and water mains. List the age of the infrastructure toc be
repaired or replaced using one of the following categories: less than
20 years, 20-29 years, 30-3% 'years, 40-4%9 years, 50 years or older

3 - B . - .
8Pl AT e YL T T

rmarv . 3 .
» R A

Embankment has slid due to erosion from the creek at the toe of the

slope. - PbrtiﬁﬁS'Df“EhE'fbadway are sliding. Road-is ‘over 50 years ¢ld.

: Repairs have béeﬁ“ﬁéde’for éontinued use of the road..

Page 2



If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how scon (in weeks or months)
after completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids
occur?

M Please indicate the current status of the project development by
c1r:11ng the appropriate answers below.

2) Has the Consultant been sele:ted?..........;.... No N/A

b) Prellmlnary development or engineering completed? N/6

R ;-. Deta:. led constructmn plans ccmp leted?..ieviewwv— —-Yes~-—-—‘-——-N/A—

d) All rlght—of—way at:qu:.red........................ Yes

e) Utility coordznatxon completed‘?................. Yes N/A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to camplate any item above
not yet completed.__2 months tqg complete detailaed constrnction planeg

and_to coordinate with utiiities.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area.

B Where applicable, comment on the following:

-a) Overall -safety, 1nc1ud1ng . accident reduction (Acc:dent _reccrds

‘tésushculq be attached 3f:§ya;lé§}é) ”Rena1rs i1l not: qeneral1V'aFFpr+

the overall safety of the road.

b) Emergency vehicle response time (fire, police; & medical)

Alternate routes are avajlable and con=idered adecruate.

c) Other factors (i.e., fire prqtectibn,.hea;th'hazards, etc.)

N/2

d) Additional User .Losts - The additional distance and time for the
-_users.to travel a. detnur or an alternate ruute

Apiwe el TS T e T o - . ‘,_~:',:_
ﬂuhll—bwﬂ. N e AtV R .n—g."_-q ,\- am. ;_-m

Minimal

) When project is completed, how will it impact adjacent businesses?

None

Page 3



Sr‘ Are mateching funds available? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.)
To what extent of anticipated construction cost?

M List the type and amount of funds being supplied by the local
agency. This amount may be from local, Federal, State, Municipal Roac
Fund (MRF}), or other sources. Explain additional funding through
other sources being applied for or received for the project. Also,
explain any need to accumulate funds for construction at a later date.
Complete LOCAL_ FUNDING SOURCES on Page &, :

M The 1local agency shall supply a minimum of 10% of the anticipated
=0 -construetion cost. Additionally, the-local” agency shall pay-for-all
'—:usts'"of—"engingering;—jfnspe:tinn“"of'cnnstructfun;—right“bfmway;—and

the betterment ‘portion of the project. Complete ESTIMATED COST OF
FROJECT, on Page &. S : : B

b, Has any <formal action by a federal, state,. or lecal government agency
resulted in a partial ban or complete ban of the use or expansion of
use for the involved infrastructure? .

M Are there any roads or streets within the proposed project limits
that.- have weight limits -(partial ban) or truck restrictions (complete
bani? Have any bridges had weight limits imposed on them (partial
ban) or truck prohibitions (complete ban)? Have the issuance of new
Building permits been 1limited (partial ban) or halted (complete ban)
because .the existing storm/sanitary sewear or water supply system in a
-particular area is inadequate? Document with specific information
explaining what type of ban currently exists and the agency that
imposed the ban.

e No
7. What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
reésult of the proposed project? Use apprapriate criteria such as

households, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit,
daily users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users.

B For ‘roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Jraffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)
L..to determine users pegjdayﬁa,ﬂidehshipingqges_farmpugkiggﬁrﬁnﬁitgqust
"Fbeﬁqudhmeﬁteﬂi?%ﬂEWhéfé?thébféciliﬁ?fturréntly;has=aﬁy?réétfic%?EthUF%
ig partially closed, use documented +traffic counts prior to
restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and
other related facilities, .multiply the: number of households' in the
service area by four (4) to determine the approximate number of users

per day. Current ADT is 1500,

Page ¢



= The applicant has conducted a study of its existing capital
improvements and their condition. A Tive year overall Capital
Improvement  Plan (that shall be updated annually) is attached or on
Tile with the District 2 Integrating Committee for the current year or
shall be submitted by March 31 of the program year. The Plan shall
include the fTollowing: .

a) An inventory of existing capital improvements, including their
conditian,

b) A plan that details capital improvements needs during the next five
years and,

“m-.._cluﬁu_list__nf_“the"_politicaLn_subdjyisibnis__prjotitiesmin.addressiné
- these needs. oo . . e .

The attached Form 1 shall be completed for those projects which “are
being submitted for Issue 2 funds. o

?. . Is the infrastructure to be improved part of é'facility that has
regional significance? {(Number of Jjurisdictions served, size aof
service area, trip lengths or lengths of route, Tfunctional

classification) _This project would have a regional impact servicing

the City of Mariemont and Columbia Township to ensure continued

access between communities.

Page 5



©10.) ErToe

“TED COST OF PROJECT

*# Thec~

ranbers must be identical

Page &

ACTIVITY ISSUE 2 FUNDS LOCAL FLUNDS
Plannirz, Tesign, Engineering {100% Local) % 22:500-00'
Right-C+- ”*y/ﬁeal Praperty (100% Local} % N/A

Inspecticn of Construction (100% Loéal) % 8,500.00
"Construc ion.and Cnnt1ngen:1es_,mmw~. 115 OOO OO“Jm_$ 115, Dﬂﬂ 00.. . .

Betternﬁ“t Pﬁrtlun o (100% Local) : 0.00
Subtotal % 115,000.00 ¢ 146,000.00 ¥

Grand Teo'z1 (Issue 2 Funds Plus Local FUnds) eeeenneee. 261,000'.00

LO" ' SUNDING SOURCES

Municip~: ‘locad Fund (MRF) $ 0.00

"State Fuol L License Funds S -0.00

Local Rcod Taxes % 0.00

Local Ezrd or Operating Funds $ _146,000.00

T*"fMiSéf:E”“f3 (Specifyj_m.“-f;fr?ﬁ@iﬁju”;';j_m;J@“_n_ SRRSO 1 o { NP TDRN

Total Local Funds s _146,000.00 *3

7.2



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY
A. Previous Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#

Budget is based on expenditures or appropriations?* (Circle one)

Funding (in thousands % of TOTAL "7 % of TOTAL Capital

of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE

REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
. TT198s 5. 877,300.00 7T T T T T ) T

1987 & 841,500.00 v A

1988 s B892,989.00 v ' Y

1989  1,312,000.00 % v

{est.) ' i

B. "~ Projected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#

Budget is based on expenditures or appropriations?* (Circle one)

Funding (in thousands ' 4 of TOTAL % of TOTAL Capital

of dollars) _ . expenditures/ ) budget USED FOR .
st :.'-:.-:-....-_‘.'-:_..‘:._-.",.., -____: _.. ... . ' . ¢ = - 8PPTOP r,é atio NSozh I NFRASTRUCTUHE S
T ' S T - REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1970 s 880.000.00 “ %
1991 s % %

1992 ¢ - % %

* Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction CONTRACTS.

i
Briefly explain any siénificant Reduction (10% or more) in projected
= Bxpenditures, . or [ appropriations’for . 1989-92 .as .compared -to.:actual
""" expenditures’ "or “appropridticons  for previous years. (It is the intent of
Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE them.)

]
*

Two major.bridge replacement projects were. funded under the 1989 budget.

The Blome Road Bridge is under construction and was B85% funded by local

funds. The Loveland—Mad?ira Road Bridge is scheduled to be constructed

- in éar1ly 1990.

Page 7



* Does the jurisdiction utilize any of the following methods for funding
sources? (circle answer)

Local INCOmME ta8Xeuui-owionanasnnaesencns Yes No
Permissive license plate fe2ucvviene... Yes No
Eridgefandlroad levieSuieaeeaa sssnennus YOS No
Tax increment financing and/or........ Yes No

capital improvement bond issues

— ninect_usenmfees.+ﬁmm-*J44..4m‘,,_-.h.*nxes__.““._No_.m_nw_.__“_._

Permit Tees and fiNESeeesscecnasncenss YeS No

13.) AUTHORIZATION g

The applicant hereby affirms that local funds will be provided ifT this
project is selected. -

Note: Attach with application

any photegraphs, reports, plans or
other available data on the
project.

Village of Indian Hill
- . R ignature . .10

6525 Drake Road James D. Jester

Name
+ Cincinnti, Ohio 45243 City Manager
Address ' . Position
(513) 561-6500 Village of Indian Hill
Phone (Wark) Loecal Jurisdiction/Agency

Page B



NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR

APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
: ' FILLED OUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHIO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)

DISTRICT 2 — HAMILTON COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: INDIAN HilL

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

Mucumore Roap [LAnostioe RERIRS INY ooz 2ZA
700 LINEAR FEET oF DRIUED PIER RETAINING WALL LocaTeD AloNG

MUCHMORE RoAD NegAR. House Al 4500.

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

POINTS

A

) 1. Type of Project

10 peints - Bridge, road, storm water.
3 points - All other type projects.
fCJ 2. If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement
with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points -~ Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990

o (\



F

L 3. What is the condition and/or  serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

points -~ Closed

10

8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points -~ Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor

2 points - Fair

0 points - Good

ya 4 0f the total infrastructure within the Jjurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.
10 points - 50% and over.
B points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over
7

5. How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area?

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points -

2 points - Minimal importance
ék 6. What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

@24 points - Poor
¢ 6 points -
Q,%% points - Fair
A- € points -

2

é;.k points - Excellent
[C) 7. Are matching £funds for this project available? (i.e.,
Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what eXtent of

estimated construction cost?

10 points - More than 50%

8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% and over
2 points - 10-19% and over
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10.

Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban ~
0 points - No action

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of

persons.

points -~ Over 10,000

points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 -
points - Over 5,000 to 7,498
points - Over 2,500 to 4,999
points - Under 2,449

=MW Un

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of .jurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

1 points - Minimal impact

TOTAL POINTS
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